The Late Hallstatt Age Burials of Southern Transdanubia and a Missing Link by Soós, Bence
Abstract: For almost four decades our knowledge about the Late Hallstatt Age in southern Transdanubia has been fun-
damentally shaped by two significant sites: the burial ground near Beremend and Szentlőrinc. New discoveries in today’s Tolna 
County, however, lead us to revise some of conclusions drawn based on these sites as well as to realise the complex ways how the 
burial grounds and the communities using them were integrated into different cultural and social relationships of various scales. One 
of the main questions is how to interpret the differences and similarities between the two sites. In my view, the recently discovered 
sites near Alsónyék, Paks and Tolna-Mözs provide new insight how to evaluate the above question and what the mortuary practices 
of the Middle Iron Age population of southern Transdanubia can tell us about the cultural relations of the region’s communities.
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INTRODUCTION
It can hardly be an exaggeration that Lajos Márton’s words written in 1933, according to which the latest 
stage of the Hallstatt period in the case of Transdanubia is ‘hitherto insufficiently explored’,1 are still valid today. 
Although, this also applies for the southern part of the aforementioned region, it is worth underlying that the situa-
tion here is much better than, say, in the areas surroundings the Lake Balaton.2 Thanks to the seminal papers of 
Erzsébet Jerem and later works by several other scholars,3 the overall cultural picture, its connections to adjacent 
regions, and the chronological framework of the area between the Mecsek Mountains and the Drava River are rela-
tively well-defined. However, in light of some recently explored sites it seems worthwhile to give a new assessment 
of the burial customs and chronological considerations of the funerary record (Fig. 1). 
IN THE ORDER OF APPEARANCE
Although the sites of today’s Baranya County have been playing a key role in the attempts at describing 
the cultural outline of the southern part of Transdanubia in the latest stages of the Hallstatt Period (i.e. the 5th and 
early 4th century), the first significant discoveries took place slightly further to the north, namely in the area of to-
day’s Tolna County. Mór Wosinsky’s investigations in that area and especially on the Lengyel hillfort and his reports 
about his results are widely well-known. Among the items he collected we find two types which are of vital impor-
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tance especially in the light of later discoveries. One of them is an article belonging to a specimen of the so-called 
astragal type belts. This piece can be assigned to the recently defined Osijek-variant.4 On the other hand, he also 
mentions a Certosa type fibula which, according to the drawing in Wosinsky’s monograph, might with confidence 
be assigned to B. Teržan’s 5th variant.5 Unfortunately, the exact context of these items is largely unknown for they 
were discovered as stray finds, however, it seems reasonable to assume that they had not belonged to the burial 
furniture of a grave.6 In light of later discoveries this seems very surprising since the great majority of the specimens 
of these types have appeared in funerary context.7 
I have already mentioned that our current knowledge of the later stages of the Hallstatt Age in southern 
Transdanubia is quite limited, and also, it is mainly confined to burials. Set aside the invaluable example of the 
settlement excavated near Szajk,8 there is no well-documented habitation site in the region yet. Thus, in the follow-
4 Wosinsky 1888, Taf. 44,346; FiliPović–MlaDenović 
2017, Karta 2.
5 Wosinsky 1888, Taf 46,367.
6 Wosinsky 1888, 221.
7 Jovanović 1998, 55; DizDar–tonc 2018, 48.
8 gáti 2009; gáti 2014.
Fig. 1. Map of the sites and locations mentioned in the text. 1: Adaševci; 2: Alsónyék; 3: Atenica; 4: Banoštor; 5: Beremend; 6: Donja Dolina; 
7: Dorošlovo-Đepfeld; 8: Gyulaj; 9: Jalžabet; 10: Kruševica; 11: Lengyel; 12: Nagyberki-Szalacska; 13: Novi Banovci; 14: Novi Pazar;  
15: Novi Sad; 16: Paks; 17: Pécs-Jakabhegy; 18: Regöly; 19: Šabac; 20: Šid; 21: Srijemska Mitrovica; 22: Stubarlija; 23: Szajk;  
24: Szárazd-Gerenyáspuszta; 25: Szeged-Kiskundorozsma; 26: Szentlőrinc; 27: Tolna-Mözs; 28: Vinkovci; 29: Vučedol
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ings I will mainly focus on the funerary data, yet it should be highlighted that these early records mentioned above 
clearly point to the possibilities of the settlement research in the future.
During the last decades of the 19th century and at the very beginning of the following century, several items 
and assemblages came to light in the easternmost parts of Slavonia and in the Srem region. One of the most promi-
nent ones among them is the Vučedol find discovered by agricultural workers in 1902. According to the brief descrip-
tion they provided the bronze and iron objects they collected had been lying next to an inhumation burial.9 The 
alleged grave goods include several articles of an astragal belt, four Certosa fibulae of Teržan’s 5th variant, huge 
amount of glass paste beads, as for weaponry, four spearheads and a long one-edged knife also came to light.10 An-
other noteworthy example is the grave found between Adaševci and Šid.11 According to the account of M.  Hoernes, 
during the construction of a road between the aforementioned villages the workers came across an inhumation 
burial with a rich collection of bronze adornments (two fibulae, astragal belt) and iron weapons (two spearheads). 
J. Brunšmid made a thorough assessment of these finds, discovered before 1902. Due to the geographical proximity, 
and to the cultural links of the region in the Late Bronze and Early Hallstatt Age described in detail by C. Metzner-
Nebelsick in her seminal monograph, it is hardly surprising that similar burials began to appear in the southern part 
of Transdanubia. The first example, the burial of Szárazd-Gerenyáspuszta, however, is somewhat peculiar in terms 
of its geographical position. The grave found also by chance in 1930 was located surprisingly far to the north from 
Slavonia and the Srem region and relatively close to the sites of M. Wosinsky’s discoveries. According to the report 
of L. Márton the burial came to light from a hillside near the banks of the River Kapos, between the well-known 
prehistoric site Regöly and the modern village Szárazd,12 at some 140 km distance from Vučedol. However, in spite 
of the distance the assemblage found in this grave resembles by and large the ones published by J. Brunšmid. The 
characteristic types are all present, such as the astragal belt, the Certosa fibulae of type 5 according to B. Teržan’s 
classification, furthermore, two east Alpine animal-headed fibulae and more than 20 pieces of glass paste beads 
(Fig. 2). Moreover, the basic characteristics of the burial rite to the extent they were documented show unquestion-
able similarities, e.g. this burial was also an inhumation.13 Unfortunately, the burial from Szárazd remained unparal-
leled in South Transdanubia until 1973. This might be a reason why relatively modest attention was paid to this 
particular grave and to the region north of the River Drava in the most important contributions to the period of what 
is nowadays more and more frequently called the Middle Iron Age14 in Pannonia, for instance the chronological as-
sessment written by Z. Vinski and K. Vinski-Gasparini (1962) and M. Garašanin’s seminal monograph (1973).
This situation was radically altered by the graves unearthed near Beremend. In 1962 Iron Age items came 
to light during sand exploitation, and after their arrival the archaeologists of the Janus Pannonius Museum managed 
to document two distinct grave assemblages and to mark their positions based on the workers’ account. According 
to the record the burials similarly to the ones unearthed south of the Drava were inhumations and were lying in two 
separate, yet closely situated grave pits.15 As for the items, the artefact types mentioned above were all present. One 
instance of an astragal belt comes from grave 1 along with two Certosa fibulae of Teržan’s 1b and 13a variants and 
with a vast amount of glass paste beads of various colours (Fig. 3.A). On the other hand, the Certosa 5 type is also 
present among the adornments of the person in Grave 2 (Fig. 3.B).16 In spite of their unquestionable similarities, 
however, the composition of the grave goods in this case shows a more complex picture than that of the assemblages 
in the graves from Slavonia and the Srem region. There are several artefacts among the grave goods of the second 
grave, whose analogies are not yet to be found among the material from the aforementioned regions. To begin with, 
there is a composite belt with openwork decoration among the items (Fig. 3.4). The belt’s closest parallel has been 
unearthed in the Donja dolina cemetery,17 however, the great majority of the examples of this type come from the 
central parts of the Balkans, also from today’s Bulgaria and Greece.18 Interestingly, this specimen seems to be one 
of the latest example of the type, since the grave itself has been dated to the end of the 6th century BC, or to the early 
9 According to the recent suggestion of M. Dizdar, it seems 
more likely that the items were associated with two individuals or 
even two distinct burials (DizDar–tonc 2018, 48).
10 brunšMiD 1902, 68–70.
11 Hoernes 1901, 282–284.
12 Márton 1933, 17.
13 Based on the finder’s account. The document is acces-
sible in the Archives of the Hungarian National Museum (Call no. 
35.Gy.1.)
14 HorvátH 2015.
15 JereM 1973, 65.
16 JereM 1973, 66–68.
17 truHelka 1904, Pl. 50,14.
18 vasić 1971, Karte 1; kilian 1975, Taf. 84; gavranović 
2011, 220.
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decades of the 5th century.19 Another noteworthy item from Grave 2 is a tubular rod made of bronze sheet commonly 
referred to as a sceptre (Fig. 3.8).20 Their main distribution area covers today’s Slovenia and northern Italy, and they 
appear rather seldom to the east of the aforementioned regions.21 Their occurrence in the southern part of Trans-
danubia strongly suggests that the communities living on the northern hinterland of the Drava River were integrated 
into a system of communication with the catchment areas of the upper Sava and Drava.22 Finally, a few words ought 
to be devoted to the silver fibulae of the Novi Pazar type found also in Grave 2 (Fig. 3.9–10). As its name makes it 
obvious, this type and especially its specimens made of precious metal are closely linked to the material of one of 
the most prominent princely graves of the Central Balkans, however, this form also became a common and fashion-
able piece of attire in the Balkans, and even in the Srem region during the late Hallstatt period.23 Similar significance 
might be assigned to the silver bead found among the pieces of attire in Grave 1.24 Due to their presence in the os-
tentatious assemblages, e.g. Novi Pazar,25 Atenica26 and Kruševica,27 the silver fibulae played a key role in determin-
ing the chronological context of the Beremend graves.28
The complex character of the material from Beremend becomes even more apparent when we look at the 
collection of stray finds found at this very site. Numerous Certosa fibulae, animal-headed fibulae, a sceptre and jug 
with a horn-handle testify to the strong cultural links of the region under discussion with the so-called Dolenjska 
group in the early 5th century.29 
Fig. 2. Grave goods found in the Middle Iron Age burial near Szárazd-Gerenyáspuszta
19 teržan 1990,159; Metzner-nebelsick 2002, 418; 
Potrebica–DizDar 2014a, 154.
20 JereM 1973, Abb. 7.1; JereM 1974, 234–236.
21 JereM 1974, 236; tecco Hvala 2012, 338. 
22 JereM 1973, 85; JereM 1974, 238; MaJnarić-PanDžić 
2003, 490.
23 vasić 1987b; vasić 1999, 79–80; DizDar 2019, 329.
24 Палавестра 1984, 67; Potrebica–DizDar 2014a, 156.
25 Mano-zisi–PoPović 1971, Taf. 82–83.
26 DJuknić–Jovanović 1965, Taf. 9,9, 15,13.
27 срејовић–вукадин 1988, 9.
28 JereM 1973, 84; guštin–teržan 1976, Sl. 4; guštin–
teržan 1977, 80; Metzner-nebelsick 2002, 418; Parzinger 1989, 
106, Potrebica–DizDar 2014a, 154. 
29 Dular 1982, 224; Metzner-nebelsick 2002, 178; 
Potrebica 2003, 225.
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Fig. 3. Selected grave goods of the Beremend burials. A: Grave 1; B: Grave 2
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After the discovery near Beremend for more than 30 years, no comparable burials came to light. In 1995, 
however, near Tolna-Mözs a few burials were uncovered during the rescue excavation preceding the construction 
works of the M9 motorway. According to the preliminary reports of Attila Gaál there was a burial with unexpectedly 
rich grave furniture. Among these items we find the usual elements of attire, i.e. astragal belts, glass paste beads, 
and Certosa fibulae.30 These were complemented by four gold and amber beads, thus this grave became the best 
comparison to Grave 1 of the Beremend graveyard, however, in this case it was possible to fully document the 
burial and the exact positions of the adornments within the grave, as a result, the archaeologists managed to fully 
document the way the belt had been worn. In addition to this grave – also the burial discovered near Paks-Gyapa 
underlines the quickly growing importance of today’s Tolna County’s area in the research of the Middle Iron Age 
of southern Transdanubia. Similarly to the one discovered near Tolna-Mözs the Paks grave was well-documented 
during the rescue excavation preceding the construction works of the M6 highway. The grave goods included an 
astragal belt, an iron knife and several glass paste beads, items that are almost omnipresent, however, this burial 
show traits shared by none of the others mentioned above. For instance, the high number of Certosa 13 type fibulae 
and their typological variety should be highlighted.
Based on this overview, seemingly, a certain pattern emerges which is to a large extent followed by an 
extensive proportion of the burials assigned to the Srem group. One of the most obvious characteristics they have 
in common is the rich composition of the grave goods including Certosa fibulae and astragal belts highlighted by 
several authors.31 Of course, this is rather simplistic and there are obvious variations in the composition, and the 
social relationships encoded in the patterns of the burial furniture’s composition needs exploring in more detail in 
order to be able obtain a deeper understanding of the social structures of the population in the southern Pannonian 
region, but due to the insufficient amount of data this is hardly possible at this point. Suffices to say, that in spite of 
a certain variability the graves discussed above show undeniable similarities and even some kind of standardization 
considering the grave equipment’s composition.
Another unquestionable similarity shared by the graves is the inhumation burial rite. Several scholars ac-
knowledge the overall prominence of this form of burial in the period under discussion,32 and in the case of the Srem 
group some of them even claimed its exclusivity among the funerary customs in this age.33 In addition to the fact 
that most of the graves contained an inhumation, the position of the deceased in the grave pits also tends to be quite 
similar, i.e. the individuals chiefly lied in supine position. This has been recorded in the case of the Tolna-Mözs 
burial,34 in the case of the graves found at Stubarlija35 and in the case of Grave 18 at Doroslovo-Đepfeld36 just to 
name a few examples.
One of the most remarkable and hitherto undiscussed similarity arises when we look at the graves’ natural 
settings. In 1827 the Drava River breached the dyke system that recently had been created at several points causing 
its largest flooding in the 19th century.37 The river inundated its entire floodplain and reached the environs of Bere-
mend.38 If we look at the maps of the Josephinian Land Survey of the Habsburg Empire (1763–1787), it is clearly 
visible that the areas lying to the south of Beremend were regularly inundated. (Fig. 4) The Iron Age cemetery, 
however, seems to be situated exactly along the edge of a slight elevation that must have remained dry even in the 
case of the most formidable floods. The Szárazd grave presents a very similar situation. Although we do not know 
exactly where the burial was located, L. Márton mentions that it was found on a hillside near a creek close to the 
hamlet Gerenyáspuszta between the modern villages Szárazd and Gyönk.39 Based on this information we might be 
able to confine the exact location of the grave to a certain are marked on the map below (Fig. 5). Not surprisingly, 
according to this the grave must have been situated in very close proximity (according to Márton: ‘on the edge of 
a gully’40) to the area regularly covered by the water of the Kapos River and its tributary the Koppány creek, creat-
ing an extensive marshland just adjacent to the presumable location of the grave.41 The Tolna-Mözs site discovered 
30 gaál 2001, T. 11.
31 ГараПанин 1973, 511; vasić 1987a; vasić 1988; 
DizDar–tonc 2018, 58; DizDar 2019.
32 ГараПанин 1973, 512; vasić 1977, 29; PoPović 1981, 38; 
vasić 1987a, 556.
33 MeDović 2007, 68; lJuština 2010, 63.
34 gaál 2001, T. 10.
35 MeDović 2007, 87.
36 трајковић 2008, 43–44.
37 Petrić et al. 2019, 109.
38 bencs–DáviD 2016, 43.
39 Márton 1933, 17. Although Márton does not mention it, 
the account of the finders held in the Archives of the Hungarian Na-
tional Museum (Call no. 35.Gy.1.) helps us to identify the location of 
the site more accurately. 
40 Márton 1933, 17.
41 károlyi 1973, Fig. II.41.
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between the Sárvíz creek and the Danube River follows the same pattern. According to the maps of the First Military 
Survey of the Habsburg Empire the site used to be adjacent to the floodplains of the aforementioned waterways and 
the marshlands created by them located to the south, however, it seems that the area of the site situated on a slight 
elevation that supposedly remained dry during the whole year (Fig. 6).42 On the other hand, however, there is an 
exception to the pattern. The Paks-Gyapa site, although situated relatively close to the Danube River, is not quite 
adjacent to either floodplains or marshes, only a minor creek able to inundate certain parts of the landscape might 
be mentioned here (Fig. 7). In addition to the Transdanubian examples, nonetheless, there are a number of instances 
of the pattern beyond the region under discussion.43
42 károlyi 1973, Fig. II.45.
43 Just to name a few: Vučedol (brunšMiD 1902); Vinkovci- 
Silos (MaJnarić-PanDžić 2003, Abb. 13); Šabac-Donjošorsko 
(васиљевић 1976, 170–173); Srijemska-Mitrovica-Fabrika tanina 
(brunšMiD 1902, 75).
Fig. 4. The environs of Beremend site on the First Military Survey of the Habsburg Empire 
(Source: https://mapire.eu/hu/map/firstsurvey-hungary/ (Access: 2019.12.29)
Fig. 5. The environs of Szárazd site on the First Military Survey of the Habsburg Empire.  
A: the presumable location of the Szárazd-Gerenyáspuszta grave; B: the prehistoric fortified settlement of Regöly 
(Source: https://mapire.eu/hu/map/firstsurvey-hungary/ (Access: 2019.12.29)
Brought to you by Library and Information Centre of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences MTA | Unauthenticated | Downloaded 09/03/21 02:31 PM UTC
Acta Archaeologica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 71, 2020
BENCE SOÓS416
And finally, the aforementioned graves also have a somewhat peculiar characteristic in a common. Al-
though the circumstances of the Szárazd grave’s discovery are largely undocumented, Nándor Fettich and L. Már-
ton, archaeologists of the Hungarian National Museum were familiar with the exact location44 of the grave and were 
able to conduct an excavation of relatively small extent, but were unable to find further burials.45 E. Jerem writes 
about a similar situation, i.e. after workers of the sand quarry near Beremend had come across the remains of the 
44 Tolnamegyei Ujság 12/99 (1930) 3; the reports of 
N. Fettich and L. Márton are accessible in the archives of the Hunga-
rian National Museum (Call no. 1930/139; 35.Gy.1.)
45 The Archives of the Hungarian National Museum: Call 
no. 1930/139; 35.Gy.1.
Fig. 6. The environs of the cemetery near Tolna-Mözs on the First Military Survey of the Habsburg Empire 
(Source: https://mapire.eu/hu/map/firstsurvey-hungary/ (Access: 2019.12.29)
Fig. 7. The environs of the Paks-Gyapa site on the First Military Survey of the Habsburg Empire 
(Source: https://mapire.eu/hu/map/firstsurvey-hungary/ (Access: 2019.12.29))
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two graves, the museum of Pécs led an excavation at the site during which an area of 40 by 20 m to the east from 
the graves was investigated, but no other burials came to light. This result is to some extent perplexing considering 
the large amount of stray finds collected in the following years.46 Nevertheless, C. Metzner-Nebelsick put forward 
the idea that isolated graves are a characteristic phenomenon of the Late Hallstatt period in the southern part of 
Transdanubia.47 And the grave found near Paks-Gyapa seems to indicate that she was right to state this given the 
fact that the salvage excavation of a several-acre large area resulted in only a single Middle Iron Age burial,48 and 
its exact relationship with the La Tène cemetery found nearby is yet to be clarified. The only example that seems to 
be unable to fit the pattern is Tolna-Mözs. In the brief description of the site written by A. Gaál he mentions that 
there were a few further Iron Age graves besides the one that is already well-known in the literature.49 Finally, it is 
worth noting that most graves with rich assemblages from Slavonia and the Srem regions also seem to have been 
discovered as single or pairwise situated burials clearly separated either from larger grave groups or graveyards.50 
In the followings, just to make things easy I would like to refer to the group of graves addressed before as 
‘Beremend-type’ burials.
CEMETERIES WITH DIFFERENT CHARACTER
Set aside the example of Tolna-Mözs, currently there is only one cemetery that has graves with the char-
acteristic grave goods associated with ‘Beremend-type’ burials. But at the Stubarlija site only a mere 4 Middle Iron 
Age graves were found so far, and the exact structure and layout of the cemetery is hardly decipherable. The cem-
etery found in the centre of Vinkovci is believed to be more fully explored, and thus yielded some 9 graves but such 
richness of grave goods did not occur.51 In spite of this, however, this graveyard is arguably one of the most sig-
nificant sites of the Srem group and it is closely related to the site excavated near Szentlőrinc, Baranya County.
In her seminal paper E. Jerem gives a thorough description of the more than 70 burials found at the site 
excavated in three campaigns between 1950 and 1966 as a result we can confidently speak about a formal cemetery 
in this case. Furthermore, the fact that the archaeologists of the Janus Pannonius Museum of Pécs allegedly managed 
to determine the entire extension of the cemetery52 makes this site even more valuable to the research of the Middle 
Iron Age in southern Transdanubia. 
Although it seems to be beyond doubt that the Szentlőrinc cemetery belongs to the same cultural sphere as 
the ‘Beremend-type’ burials,53 there are several key aspects which signify their different character and allow a seem-
ingly clear distinction between them. First of all, the size of the cemetery in terms of the number of graves should 
be highlighted; however, it is the only fully explored cemetery. Simply, in this respect this graveyard is so far un-
matched by any other sites in Transdanubia, or in the region between the Kapos and Sava rivers in the period under 
discussion, and this has further implications. For instance, this cemetery offers the opportunity to investigate its 
structural properties. At this point, however, only one key feature should be pointed out. The cemetery has a rela-
tively dense layout seemingly without any well-separated or isolated graves or grave groups (Fig. 8). 
In addition, contrary to the ‘Beremend-type’ graves, the Szentlőrinc cemetery presents remarkably diverse 
burial customs, although the proportion of the inhumations is still overwhelming in this case (Fig. 9). As a result, it 
is also very much in line with the observation according to which inhumation became the dominant form of burial 
in Transdanubia and the neighbouring regions to the west after the proliferation of the Certosa type fibulae.54 Also, 
it is worth mentioning that double and multiple burials also occurred in the Szentlőrinc cemetery,55 which are hith-
erto unknown among the ‘Beremend-type’ graves, but nevertheless have close analogies among the graves found 
near Donja dolina, Novi Sad, Szeged-Kiskundorozsma, and especially at the site Vinkovci-NaMa.56
46 JereM 1973, 66.
47 Metzner-nebelsick 2002, 204.
48 szabó 2012, 363.
49 gaál 2001, 27.
50 Examples are the following: Adaševci (Hoernes 1901), 
Šid (коледин 2012), Vučedol (brunšMiD 1902, 75).
51 MaJnarić-PanDžić 2003.
52 JereM 1968, 160.
53 JereM 1973, 85; Patek 1993, 143; Metzner-nebelsick 
2002, 493; DizDar 2015, 32.
54 JereM 1987; teržan 1990, 105; Metzner-nebelsick 
2002, 203.
55 JereM 1968, 175.
56 truHelka 1904, 86; анђелић 2017; Pilling–uJvári 
2012, 229; MaJnarić-PanDžić 2003, 488.
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Another noteworthy difference might be the fact that there is no grave in the Szentlőrinc cemetery whose 
grave goods would show such richness in composition as those of the previously discussed burials do. And there 
are several cases of completely missing grave furnishing, whose cause might be plunder but the possibility cannot 
be ruled out, that originally no grave goods had been placed next to the deceased. Another notable difference is that 
the graves of the Szentlőrinc cemetery have significantly fewer glass paste beads than those of the ‘Beremend-type’ 
(Fig. 10). It is also readily apparent that Certosa 5 type fibulae and astragal belts are entirely absent from the mate-
rial. And even though in the first case this might be explained with a presumable chronological difference, but in 
Fig. 8. The layout of the Szentlőrinc cemetery (after JereM 1968, Fig. 2)
Fig. 9. Burial customs in the Szentlőrinc cemetery
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the case of the latter elements of attire this is hardly possible. It should be also highlighted that while bronze items 
tend to be rather scarce in this cemetery, ceramic objects are seen in an unprecedented amount. In addition, set aside 
the biconical silver beads57 from Grave 41 and 44 contrary to the case of for instance Beremend or Srijemska Mitro-
vica58 items that might be directly linked to the so-called princely graves in the central Balkans are also missing. 
When addressing the social and economic aspects of the burials with opulent grave goods in the Middle Iron 
Age in the Srem region, S. Babić and A. Palavestra considered two possibilities: either the overall society was rela-
tively wealthy, or – which is just more likely – the burials of the representatives of the lower strata simply had not 
been found or identified.59 Now, the Szentlőrinc cemetery seems like an adequate example for dissolving this problem, 
but the fact is that there are some chronological considerations which do not allow reaching an easy conclusion.
CHRONOLOGY
Up until this point, the chronological framework of the graves has hardly been touched upon. But as it turns 
out the most-widely discussed distinction between the previously discussed graves and the Szentőrinc cemetery is of 
chronological nature. Firstly, M. Guštin and B. Teržan brought attention to the fact that the most significant sites of 
the Middle Iron Age in Transdanubia, i.e. Beremend and Szentlőrinc can be assigned to chronological phases corre-
sponding by and large to the Certosa- and Negova-phases of the Dolenjska group in today’s Slovenia, respectively.60 
In fact, they were the ones who firstly dated Grave 2 of Beremend slightly earlier than E. Jerem did.61 They 
were the first but not the last. Since then several authors claimed that this burial should be seen as an evidence that 
the characteristic items of the Certosa phase’s material in Slovenia might have already appeared in the southeaster 
part of Transdanubia at the end of the 6th century BC, or at the very beginning of the next century.62 
The two-phase framework suggested by Guštin and Teržan is in some ways quite similar to the relative 
chronology of the Srem group developed by M. Garašanin and later refined as well as supplemented by R. Vasić.63 
Not surprisingly, after the discovery of the Vinkovci cemetery N. Majnarić-Pandžić noticed the correspondence 
between the two frameworks and suggested that the two phases represented by the Beremend and Szentlőrinc sites 
might be brought in line with the chronological phases of the Srem group.64 Recently, Csilla Gáti highlighted how 
well Beremend and Szentlőrinc fit into the chronological framework of the Srem group.65 
57 JereM 1968, 186; DizDar–Potrebica 2014a, 154.
58 Палавестра 1984, 66–67.
59 babić–Palavestra 1999, 30.
60 guštin–teržan 1977a, Sl. 4.
61 Jerem suggested that the burial is from the 5th century BC 
(JereM 1973, 84). In a contrast, the two Slovenian scholars spoke for 
the possibility that it might even be dated to the latest decades of the 
6th century (guštin–teržan 1977a, Sl. 4; guštin–teržan 1977, 80).
62 Палавестра 1984, 67; Parzinger 1989, 124; Metzner-
nebelsick 2002, 418; Potrebica–DizDar 2014a, 154.
63 ГараПанин 1973, 514; vasić 1987a, 557–558; vasić 
1989.
64 MaJnarić-PanDžić 2000, 30; MaJnarić-PanDžić 2003, 
500.
65 gáti 2014, 116.
Fig. 10. The number of beads in graves in southern Transdanubia
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On the other hand, however, there are scholars who suggested alternative relative chronologies. In his 
transregional chronological analysis H. Parzinger assigned the Middle Iron Age burials of Transdanubia to the 
8th–10th horizons, but the basic idea that the Beremend graves are clearly older than those of the Szentlőrinc cem-
etery appears here, too.66 Most recently, M. Dizdar developed a well-outlined chronological framework67 for the 
so-called south-Pannonian late Hallstatt group (or as he calls it the Osijek group) a very well-founded concept 
originally suggested by M. Guštin and B. Teržan68 which incorporates the south Transdanubian sites as well as the 
Srem group. In his paper he argues that the ‘Beremend-type’ graves are separable in chronological terms from the 
Szentlőrinc cemetery.69 Hence, it seems that there is a wide agreement among the scholars that the Beremend graves 
and the Szentlőrinc cemetery have proved to represent distinct phases within the Late Hallstatt Age of Transdanubia. 
This is hardly surprising given the early dates of the Beremend burials put forward by the academic community. 
Now, the question emerges whether such clear-cut chronological separation between the Szentlőrinc cemetery and 
the rest of the ‘Beremend-type’ burials in Transdanubia, e.g. the graves found near Szárazd, Tolna or Paks, might 
be proven. But before I address this question in more detail let us turn back to the Beremend site, because it is of 
vital importance in answering the above question. As already E. Jerem pointed out based on the numerous stray 
finds from the site, the Beremend cemetery must have been used even in the later stages of the 5th century BC and 
possibly even at the beginning of the 4th century.70 Although, the absolute dates she proposed seem a bit low, the 
point she made is essential. Recently, Miklós Szabó has brought attention to this. In his view, this younger horizon 
of the cemetery is represented mainly by the crossbow fibulae of the Certosa type and the east Alpine animal-headed 
fibulae among the stray finds. Due to the fact that these items are present among the grave goods of the Paks-Gyapa 
burial, he argued that this grave might be in fact coeval with this later stage of the Beremend site.71 East Alpine 
animal-headed fibulae are one of the key types of the 9th horizon in H. Parzinger’s chronological framework,72 and 
as such they help us to assign besides the Beremend cemetery’s younger horizon, also the Paks, and Szárazd burials 
to this phase, i.e. to the later decades of the first half of the 5th century, or even to the beginning of the second half 
of this century.73 
Now, the interesting consequence of this is that according to this chronological framework it is more than 
reasonable to assume that the aforementioned two graves and the younger horizon of the Beremend site are coeval 
with the earliest burials of the Szentlőrinc cemetery. This makes perfect sense considering the fact that the east 
Alpine animal-headed fibulae and Certosa 13 type brooches (and also some further object types) appear both among 
the material coming from these graves74 and among the stray finds of the Beremend site.75 As a result, it cannot be 
ruled out that in chronological terms the Szentlőrinc cemetery and the ‘Beremend-type’ burials overlap at least to 
some extent. 
A MISSING LINK
At this point one might ask if this separation of the two groups is still valid. Is it possible to link these 
groups and create a framework of the funerary customs that incorporates all the Middle Iron Age burials from the 
southern part of Transdanubia?
To begin with, it has already been pointed out that Szentlőrinc is not the sole Middle Iron Age cemetery in 
the southern part of Transdanubia. Both Beremend and Tolna-Mözs yielded either stray finds or further burials in-
dicative of the existence of a formal cemetery. Unfortunately, however, until further investigations of these sites, 
they are not able to help us determining the relationship between the ‘Beremend-type’ burials and the ones repre-
sented by the Szentlőrinc cemetery. However, in order to be able to create the framework a well-investigated and 
well-documented site is needed.
66 Parzinger 1989, 106–107.
67 DizDar 2015.
68 guštin–teržan 1977a, 80; teržan 1977b, 20; DizDar 
2010, 299; keMenczei 2012, Abb. 2; Potrebica–DizDar 2014b, 135.
69 DizDar 2015, 53–54.
70 JereM 1973, 84.
71 szabó 2012, 363–364.
72 Parzinger 1989, 107.
73 Parzinger 1989, 125.
74 Parzinger 1989, 125.
75 JereM 1973, Abb. 8.
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Due to the planned construction of the M6 highway, during 2008–2009 salvage excavations were con-
ducted in the northeastern vicinity of Alsónyék, Tolna County.76 The investigations carried out by the archaeologists 
of the Mór Wosinsky Museum under the leadership of János Gábor Ódor revealed 16 graves that can undoubtedly 
assigned to the Middle Iron Age, so it is currently the second largest cemetery of the period under discussion in the 
region between the Sava and Kapos rivers, however, considering the shape of the excavated area and the results of 
the geophysical survey conducted by Kurt Rassmann and his colleagues77 it is reasonable to reckon with several 
further graves still unexcavated (Fig. 11).
Natural setting and layout of the cemetery
Before I would address the cemetery and the graves in detail, it is useful to describe the environs of this 
site, because it shows clear similarities with the natural settings of the aforementioned burial grounds. Based on the 
maps of the First Military Survey of the Habsburg Empire, the Middle Iron Age cemetery was located between the 
right banks of the Sárvíz creek prior to the river regulations in the 19th century and the Szekszárd hills, respectively 
(Fig. 12). The landscape east of the site used to be characterised by vast marshlands formed by the Sárvíz creek and 
the Danube River.78 Obviously, due to their geographical proximity in this respect the Alsónyék site has much in 
common with the cemetery of Tolna-Mözs, but the similarities are quite remarkable with the Beremend and Szárazd 
76 The publication of the cemetery is going to be published 
soon (soós, in press).
77 rassMann et al. 2015, Fig. 10.
78 Károlyi 1973, Fig. II.41; balázs kovács 2015, 217.
Fig. 11. The layout of the hitherto excavated graves of the Alsónyék cemetery
Brought to you by Library and Information Centre of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences MTA | Unauthenticated | Downloaded 09/03/21 02:31 PM UTC
Acta Archaeologica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 71, 2020
BENCE SOÓS422
sites, too. Moreover, already E. Jerem brought attention to the fact that the cemetery of Szentlőrinc is situated rela-
tively close to a creek called Ökörvíz.79
One of the most unsettling feature of the Beremend site is that in spite of having investigated a relatively 
large area around the two graves the archaeologists of the Janus Pannonius Museum did not succeed in finding further 
burials of the cemetery whose existence was proved by the large amount of stray finds collected in later years. I would 
like to argue that behind this ‘mystery’ there might be in fact a characteristic feature of the layout of the Middle Iron 
Age cemeteries in the southern part of Transdanubia and even in the regions further to the south and southeast.
As already discussed, the ‘Beremend-type’ graves tend to be discovered in an entirely separated positon,80 
with seemingly no other burials nearby. Such graves can be observed in the southwestern part of the excavation area 
of the Alsónyék site. Grave 15 is probably the best example considering that it was separated from its nearest known 
neighbours by a distance of 70 and 140 m, respectively.81 As a result, it is very reasonable to believe that a very 
similar layout of the graves might be reckoned with in the case of the Beremend site, on the other hand, it also gives 
hope that there might be even more burials at either aforementioned site associated with the ‘Beremend-type’ graves. 
There is another example supporting this assumption. Near Szeged-Kiskundorozsma, in southeast Hungary a  Middle 
Iron Age cemetery of some 31 graves had been unearthed. From several aspects this site is closely linked to the 
Szentlőrinc and Vinkovci sites,82 but above all to the recently discovered cemetery near Novi Sad,83 hence closely 
linked to the south Pannonian late Hallstatt group. The graves of the Szeged site form two distinct groups, but there 
is one grave which was at a 130 m distance from the rest of the cemetery, unfortunately, however, its exact chrono-
logical position is somewhat problematic (Fig. 13). Although the archaeologists who excavated the Szentlőrinc 
cemetery claim that the full extent of the graveyard has been explored, it is still worth raising the question whether 
there might be further burials located at relatively large distances away from the graves hitherto unearthed. 
Another peculiarity of the Beremend graves was that they were placed closely next to each other so that 
their longitudinal axes were parallel, at least according to the finders’ account.84 Set aside the relatively densely 
79 JereM 1968, 159.
80 Metzner-nebelsick 2002, 204.
81 This might be a coincidence, nevertheless, but it is worth 
mentioning that the geomagnetic survey conducted by K.  Rassmann 
and his colleagues revealed that the area lying to the south of the grave 
has relatively few loosely scattered archaeological features.  rassMann 
et al. 2015, Fig. 10.
82 Pilling–uJvári 2012, 234. 
83 анђелић 2017.
84 JereM 1973, Abb. 2. 
Fig. 12. The environs of the cemetery near Alsónyék on the First Military Survey of the Habsburg Empire 
(Source: https://mapire.eu/hu/map/firstsurvey-hungary/ (Access: 2019.12.29)
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placed graves of the Szenlőrinc cemetery, such examples were missing in the region under discussion. However, 
there are noticable candidates for comparable situations further to the south. The Vučedol burial’s description by 
J. Brunšmid led archaeologists to believe for a century that the items found somewhere between Vukovar and Sotin 
had originated from one burial, however, as M. Dizdar and A. Tonc have recently pointed out based on the compo-
sition of the grave goods reckoning with two distinct burials seems more reasonable.85 Nevertheless, one cannot rule 
out the possibility that contrary to the situation at the Beremend site, these were in one grave pit, similar to the 
examples of double burials from Szentlőrinc, Vinkovic-NaMa. The same applies for the Adaševci burial presented 
by M. Hoernes in 1901.86 Of course, this is highly hypothetical, but the Alsónyék cemetery offers an example that 
makes the above scenario fairly probable. Again, Grave 13 and 14 were situated quite far from what is now believed 
to be the densest part of the cemetery, and were placed very close to each other (Fig. 11). Interestingly though, 
contrary to the Beremend graves they were neither particularly rich in terms of grave goods, nor placed exactly 
parallel to each other. The latter is worth discussing, because this does not necessarily prove that graves’ relative 
positon had not been correctly reconstructed at the Beremend site. There are, in fact, numerous examples where 
graves placed next to each other have parallel longitudinal axes. In the case of the Alsónyék cemetery such examples 
Fig. 13. Layout of the Szeged-Kiskundorozsma cemetery
85 DizDar–tonc 2018, 48. 86 Hoernes 1901.
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are Graves 2 and 7 on the one hand, and Graves 8 and 12 on the other. Moreover, the best known analogy of the 
Grave 1 in the Beremend cemetery, the burial discovered near Tolna-Mözs has also been found side by side with a 
grave which, unfortunately, had been heavily damaged.87
The character of the graves
It is quite remarkable that the Alsónyék cemetery also yielded graves in which the deceased were adorned 
with astragal belts, Certosa 5 fibulae and glass paste beads, the most characteristic finds of the ‘Beremend-type’ 
graves. Examples are Grave 2 and 6. In fact, this is the first time we have the opportunity to see graves with such 
characteristic grave goods within a well-explored context, and the overall picture gives the impression that observed 
dissimilarity between the ‘Beremend-type’ graves and the cemeteries like Szentlőrinc or Vinkovci-NaMa in terms 
of the ‘average richness of the burials’ could indeed be the result of the different social standing of the deceased, 
and might not only be a chronological issue. In fact, this is in accordance with the notion that the former might be 
seen as the burials of a privileged group within the Middle Iron Age society.88 However, one has to be cautious re-
garding the conclusions, because several of the burials at Alsónyék were partially or entirely robbed, but this is 
another similarity with the Szentlőrinc cemetery.89 
It is hardly surprising that Grave 2 and 6 contained inhumation burials. As earlier discussed, based on cur-
rent knowledge this is the dominant type of burial rite, among the graves found at the Alsónyék site there are only 
3 exceptions so far. Besides inhumation burials the Szentlőrinc site yielded several cremations and there were 4 
graves without human remains. The latter were categorized by E. Jerem as ‘symbolic’ burials.90 In the case of 
Alsónyék there is only one more or less apt candidate to be assigned to this category. As far as its dimensions and 
shape are concerned, Grave 7 is not an exception, but due to the missing human remains it might be regarded as a 
cenotaph (Fig. 14).91 Interestingly though, contrary to the examples from Szentlőrinc in which decent amounts of 
grave goods was found,92 in this case only one segment of an astragal belt came to light, which might be the result 
of either disturbance or grave robbery, nevertheless.
Of course this example is hardly a persuasive evidence that would suggest that the cemetery of Alsónyék 
has that varied burial customs as the Szentlőrinc site. In order to be able to show this, we have to turn to Grave 14 
and Grave 16. The latter was found at the very fringes of the excavated area’s northern section. Unfortunately, it 
came to light heavily damaged, but what seems to be clear is that this was in fact a cremation in an urn. Due to the 
disturbance of the grave some grave goods might possibly be missing, but an iron knife and a whetstone were 
definitely part of this assemblage (Fig. 15). Interestingly, no urn graves were found in the Szentlőrinc cemetery and 
up to this point no well-documented cremation burial has appeared at the sites associated with the Srem group.93 
The question is whether this example from Alsónyék is an isolated one. It is worth mentioning, that on the other 
side of the Danube River, urn graves are frequently occurring, although, their proportion among the burials in dif-
ferent cemeteries varies greatly.94 This bears significance because similarly to the Alsónyék cemetery the site provid-
ing the other example is also situated in close proximity to the Danube River. Grave 55 of the Mözs cemetery 
yielded a somewhat damaged urn that contained creamed human remains, molten glass paste beads, and molten 
pieces of presumably a Certosa fibula (Fig. 16). Arguably, the overall picture of this grave resembles well the urn 
graves of the Vekerzug culture especially the ones in its southern cemeteries insofar as it contains jewellery that had 
possibly been placed onto the pyre with the deceased.95 For the time being, however, the question shall remain open 
whether there are actual cultural links behind this similarity in this burial custom between the regions on either side 
87 gaál 2001, 27.
88 vinski–vinski-gasParini 1962, 285; tasić 2007, 11; 
lJuština 2010, 66.
89 JereM 1968, 175.
90 JereM 1968, 175.
91 It must be mentioned, however, that based on the docu-
mentation of the excavation of the site, large parts of the grave must 
have been destroyed during the removal of the humus layer above the 
grave.
92 Grave 11: JereM 1968, 162, Grave 19: ibid. 163, Grave 
54: ibid. 171. 
93 Only the heavily disturbed cemetery in Šabac was sup-
posedly biritual, at least according to M. Vasilijević (vasiliJević 
1976), R. Vasić (vasić 1977, 29; vasić 1987, 556), D. Popović 
(PoPović 1981, 31).
94 keMenczei 2009, 29; kozubová 2013, Obr. 97.
95 Algyő: benDe 2003, 67; Sándorfalva-Eperjes:  galántHa 
1985, 118; Szabadszállás-Józan: HorvátH 2001, 97; Szentes- 
Vekerzug: PárDucz 1955, 102.
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of the Danube River. It is notable, nonetheless, that the items associated with Grave 16 bear no obvious marks of 
exposure to strong heat.
Whereas urn graves are missing from the Szentlőrinc cemetery, burials with strayed cremated remains 
occurred, but despite the same burial rite none of these is quite as similar to Grave 14 of the Alsónyék graveyard as 
Grave 11. Both graves had a W–E orientation but what seems to be more important is the relative positions of the 
grave goods consisting of an iron spear and knife in both cases.96 As E. Jerem has already pointed out, the arrange-
96 JereM 1968, 162.
Fig. 14. Grave 7 of the Alsónyék cemetery
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ment of items inside the grave pit resembles remarkably that seen in the inhumation graves, now this seems to apply 
for the Grave 14 (Fig. 17). 
Interestingly, there was no ceramic object directly associated with the burials of the ‘Beremend-type’ in 
Transdanubia. In contrast, potteries were relatively often included among the grave goods in the case of the 
Szentlőrinc cemetery. Obviously, given the aforementioned urn grave the Alsónyék cemetery indeed yielded ce-
ramic vessels. But what is more important, among the graves whose grave furnishing included astragal belt, glass 
paste beads and Certosa fibulae there were also potteries (Fig. 18), whose analogies are known from both the 
Fig. 15. Grave 16 of the Alsónyék cemetery
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Szentlőrinc cemetery97 as well as the Szajk settlement.98 In fact, these so-called kantharoi are often seen as one of 
the most characteristic pottery forms of the Middle Iron Age population of South Pannonia.99
Chronological outline of the cemetery
In my view, one of the key elements behind the exceptional significance of the Beremend graves is that 
they showed that characteristic types of the Certosa horizon in Slovenia did in fact appeared in the southern part of 
Transdanubia very early on. Of course, this site is situated along one of the most important communication routes 
connecting the southern part of Transdanubia to the area of the Dolenjska group in today’s Slovenia.100 Now, the 
reasonable question to ask is when this material appeared in regions further to the north, namely in the region of 
Alsónyék, Tolna and Szárazd.
Unfortunately, items that would allow such precise dating as in the case of Grave 2 in Beremend are cur-
rently absent from the Late Hallstatt material of today’s Tolna County. Let us not forget, however, that recently some 
authors suggested that the communication between the region of the Lake Balaton and that of the Dolenjska group 
never ceased entirely during the Ha D1-D2 periods.101 But evidence for this from the region currently discussed is 
97 JereM 1968, Fig. 23,28/7, Fig. 25,40/8, Fig. 26,46/3, 
Fig. 29,63/2, Fig. 29,67/10–11.
98 gáti 2014, 117.
99 JereM 1996, 103; MaJnarić-PanDžić 2009, 238; DizDar 
2010, 299.
100 kovačević 2007, 107; kovačević 2008, 67.
101 HorvátH 2015; Jáky 2017, 388.
Fig. 16. Grave 55 of the Tolna-Mözs cemetery
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Fig. 17. Grave 14 of the Alsónyék cemetery
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still scarce, though. Frankly, there is only one item that might suggest that the material of the early phase of the 
Certosa horizon appeared here is the fibula of type Certosa 2a found near Gyulaj as a stray find.102
What seems to be certain is that the cemeteries near Alsónyék and Tolna-Mözs were probably in use during 
the first half of the 5th century. That is the strongest conclusion that the Certosa 5 type fibulae present in the material 
from both sites currently allow. This means, however, that it is fairly reasonable to assume that both cemeteries have 
graves preceding the first phase of the Szentlőrinc cemetery in chronological terms. In addition, there are at least 
two graves in the Alsónyék cemetery suggesting that this graveyard might have also been synchronous with the 
Szentlőrinc site during the latter’s first and possibly second horizons. Both B. Teržan and H. Parzinger brought at-
tention to the iron fibulae in the Szentlőrinc cemetery and claimed that these items are characteristic finds of the 
latest phase of the Hallstatt Age, i.e. the second and third horizons in the case of the inner chronology of the cem-
etery and the 10th horizon in Parzinger’s framework.103 Moreover, according to B. Teržan, it is very likely that these 
might have appeared in the southern Pannonian region almost parallel with their emergence in the area of the Do-
lenjska group,104 i.e. at the beginning of the Negova horizon.105 This bears significance because there is at least four 
such fibulae among the burial furniture of Grave 1 of the Alsónyék cemetery. But this is not the only fact supporting 
the idea that this grave might belong to the second half of the 5th century BC. Considering its grave goods as an 
assemblage this grave seems to be closely related to a number of graves from Szentlőrinc, especially Grave 29 and 
33 which feasibly belong to the second phase of the cemetery.106
Now, it is worth taking a slight detour, and entertaining the idea that one of the burials of the Alsónyék 
cemetery might predate the 5th century BC. Grave 16 has already been addressed very briefly. Unfortunately, shards 
of the urn are now lost and thus typological analysis of the vessel is not possible. There are two further items as-
sociated with this burial severly disturbed during the removal of the humus layer. Unfortunately, neither of them 
allows a precise dating, however, the more or less characteristic curvated shape of the iron knife raises the question 
whether the grave might predate the latest stage of the Hallstatt Age. In M. Gavranović’s perception knifes of 
102 Márton 1933, Taf. 6.1; teržan 1977a, 320; tecco 
Hvala 2012, 256. 
103 teržan 1977a; Parzinger 1989, 107.
104 teržan 1977a, 389.
105 gabrovec 1987, 79; tecco Hvala 2012, 256.
106 JereM 1968, Fig. 24,29, Fig. 24,33.
Fig. 18. Grave 6 of the Alsónyék cemetery
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similar shape resemble the knives of the Urnfield period and might be dated to the early Hallstatt periods. Indeed, 
similar knives came to light from the Statzendorf cemetery, namely from graves dated to the Ha C1-C2 periods.107 
Furthermore, the specimens found in the Sulmtal cemetery date to the first phase of the site.108 Despite these exam-
ples, however, dating this grave to a time preceding the 5th century is simply not reasonable without further evidence. 
Fibulae play the most essential role in defining the chronological positions of the Middle Iron Age burials 
in the region under consideration, however, the case of Grave 15 of the Alsónyék cemetery presents an exception 
(Fig. 19). Even though, the grave assemblage besides an iron spearhead, whetstone, and iron awl included a Certosa 
5 type brooch, there is a further item of chronological significance in this grave, and it is a belt plate with central 
bar. In 1977, B. Teržan published an assessment of the warrior graves of the 5th century BC, in this she made the 
observation that these belts spread in the Dolenjska group in the Negova horizon and soon after appeared also in 
the western Balkans and in southern Pannonia.109 In the case of the specimens originating from the Szentlőrinc 
cemetery a dating to the period of the Certosa horizon seems unlikely given the ring-shaped belt buckle among the 
grave goods found in Grave 31.110 Also, E. Jerem assigned the graves with such belt to the second phase of the 
cemetery.111 However, whereas there is no reason for changing the dating of these belts in Szentlőrinc, in the case 
of the specimens from the area of the Dolenjska group, S. Tecco Hvala proposed that these elements of male attire 
already appeared during the later stage of the Certosa horizon.112 Unfortunately, the closest analogies of the belt 
clasp of Grave 15 are either stray finds113 or from uncertainly dateable contexts,114 thus, they cannot really provide 
more insight into the exact chronological position of this specimen. Now, it is worth returning to the fact that Grave 
15 yielded also a Certosa 5 type brooch, whose analogies are completely absent among the finds of the Szentlőrinc 
cemetery. Thus, it seems feasible that this grave belongs to either the period preceding the use of the Szentlőrinc 
cemetery, or to the very first horizon of the graveyard.115 Consequently, Grave 15 might be dated parallel with the 
Szárazd and Paks burials to the later decades of the first half or to the beginning of the second half of the 5th century 
BC, according to the framework proposed by H. Parzinger.116 
 In order to gain more insight into the absolute chronology of the cemetery AMS radiocarbon analysis was 
conducted on one sample taken from the lower right second molar tooth of the deceased buried in Grave 15. Initially, 
the analysis of two samples from different graves was planned, but due mainly to the bad preservation of the human 
remains, only one sample turned out to be capable of providing the needed organic material. The analysis was car-
ried out in the HEKAL Laboratory of the Institute of Nuclear Research of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences 
(ATOMKI) in Debrecen. The results of this analysis are summarised in the table below. The radiocarbon date was 
calibrated with the OxCal v4.3.2 software (Bronk Ramsey 2017), with the IntCal 13 atmospheric curve (Reimer et 
al. 2013).
The effects of the so-called ‘Hallstatt-plateau’ of the calibration curve are quite apparent, and hence the 
calibrated age interval is relatively broad. Nevertheless, there is additional useful information worth considering 
which might allow a somewhat more precise dating. On the one hand, Slovenian scholars of the Bronze and Iron 
Ages succeeded in compiling a large sequence of radiocarbon dates from contexts in today’s Slovenia.117 The model 
they generated resulted in an immensely valuable absolute chronological framework which to some extent might 
be of help in refining the age interval of Grave 15. Due to the firm assumption that Certosa 5 type fibulae could not 
have appeared in the southern areas of Transdanubia earlier than in today’s Slovenia, the lower boundary of the 
modelled radiocarbon dates obtained for burials of the Certosa horizon can be used as a refining factor in the recal-
culation of the calibrated age interval of Grave 15 (Fig. 20). Of course, the typochronological considerations briefly 
addressed already allow to draw the conclusion that Grave 15 of the Alsónyék cemetery can hardly be older than 
the Beremend burials, i.e. it is exceedingly unlikely that this burial would predate the 5th century BC.
107 rebay 2006, 289–290.
108 Dobiat 1980, 144.
109 teržan 1977b, 14–16.
110 JereM 1968, Fig. 24,31/2.
111 JereM 1968, 177.
112 tecco Hvala 2012, 184.
113 korošec 1943, 59.
114 raDiMsky 1895, 207.
115 However, it is worth highlighting that in the southern 
Pannonian region there are examples suggesting that this type of 
brooches remained to be worn for a relatively long period of time. For 
instance: the Grave 21 at Greda M. Petrović ml. in near Donja dolina 
(truHelka 1904, Taf. 44,27–37) contained a fibula of this type as well 
as a Certosa 10 type brooch a characteristic element of attire during 
the Negova-horizon. Consequently, Z. Marić dated this burial to the 
IIc phase in his chronological framework (Marić 1964, 43).
116 Parzinger 1989, 125.
117 teržan–črešnar 2014.
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It is worth touching upon the lower limit of the age interval of the burial. Based on this, one can be fairly 
confident to believe that the grave predates the 4th century. This is quite important to note given the fact that belt 
hooks similar to the one recovered from the grave under discussion came to light from contexts dated after 400 BC. 
One significant example is Grave IV/3 of the Novo mesto-Kandija cemetery. Based on the results of the radiocarbon 
analysis conducted on the sample collected from this grave it can be dated to the first half of the 4th century BC 
(Fig. 21),118 and hence, the conclusion can be drawn that Grave 15 of the Alsónyék cemetery is certainly an older 
burial. This, however, does not imply that the Alsónyék cemetery was not still in use during the early decades of the 
4th century. 
THE BIGGER PICTURE
I have been mainly focusing on the characteristics of the Late Hallstatt Age funerary record in southern 
Transdanubia and limited attention was paid to its larger cultural and historical context. Let us first address the lat-
ter. There is a wide agreement among researchers of the period that in the first half of the 6th century BC the Eastern 
Hallstatt zone experienced a fundamental transformation. The tumuli excavated near Jalžabet and Regöly provide 
clear evidence that a new set of eastern elements had gradually begun to play an essential role in the representation 
of the highest strata of the Hallstatt society in the southern part of Pannonia at the end of the 7th and in the first half 
of the following century.119 In addition, as a sign of strengthening ties to the Vekerzug culture the cultural elements 
Fig. 19. Grave 15 of the Alsónyék cemetery
118 teržan–črešnar 2014, 721. 119 šiMek 1998; šiMek 2001; szabó–Fekete 2015; 
kovačević 2019.
Table 1. 
AMS radiocarbon date from Grave 15 of the Alsónyék cemetery




human tooth 2446 ± 27 751–410 BC
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of eastern origin appeared also in greater amount in settlement contexts and also in cemeteries in Transdanubia.120 
Parallel to this, the previously strong contacts to the western and southwestern regions of the eastern Hallstatt zone 
seem to have weakened,121 but as recently published finds suggest never ceased to exist during this period of trans-
formation.122 Arguably, the most significant changes occurred in the dominant burial customs and the settlement 
network, i.e. tumulus burials disappeared and several prominent hillforts were abandoned.123 Although, it is very 
tempting to see these radical changes as evidence for destructive military campaigns led by militant groups of east-
ern origin, other scenarios involving internal social tensions resulting in the phenomena listed above cannot be ruled 
out either.124
As for the southern part of Transdanubia, this transition is very hard to trace at the moment given the fact 
that well-documented sites pertaining to the times between the beginning and the very end of the 6th century BC are 
currently missing. Also, the largest tumulus cemeteries of the region, i.e. Nagyberki-Szalacska and Pécs-Jakabhegy 
need further investigations so that their chronological dimensions might be defined in more detail, because at this 
Fig. 20. Modelled age intervals for graves of the Certosa horizon and Grave 15 of the Alsónyék cemetery 
120 gál–Molnár 2004; keMenczei 2010; HorvátH 2015; 
Jáky 2017.
121 Dular–tecco Hvala 2007, 232.
122 nagy et al. 2012; HorvátH 2015; Jáky 2017.
123 teržan 1998, It is worth mentioning though, that in the 
case of the hillfort on the Tihany peninsula the survival of the settle-
ment during the Ha D3-Lt A periods is feasibly in light of the results 
of the excavtion led by J. Regenye (Marton–regenye 2005, 52).
124 egg 2013.
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point we do not know exactly when these necropoleis ceased to be used, however there are no firm evidence for 
tumulus burials pertaining to the time period after the Ha D1 phase.125 
What seems to be certain is that the burials of the Beremend and Szentlőrinc sites and the settlement of 
Szajk are all indicative of a significant cultural change that had occurred in this region, too. As earlier discussed, 
the funerary record strongly suggests that E. Jerem’s observation still holds, i.e. parallel to the proliferation of the 
Certosa fibulae in southern Pannonia inhumation became the dominant burial rite.126 Also, no traces of mounds 
above the burials came to light so far. The most striking difference with the previous period, however, is the fact 
that from the late 6th century on the communities in the south-eastern part of Transdanubia began to establish ex-
ceptionally strong contacts towards the regions lying to the south, i.e. towards the Northerwest Balkans which very 
well might have been just as significant127 as the communication networks towards west re-emerging and regaining 
their significance in the valleys of the Drava and Sava rivers.128 As a result, the region under discussion became 
integrated into a cultural zone sketched originally by B. Teržan and M. Guštin that is commonly referred to as 
southern Pannonian group.129 
Very shortly after the discovery of the Vinkovci-Silos graves, N. Majnarić-Pandžić brought attention to the 
fact that these burials assigned to the Srem group a concept put forward by M. Garašanin130 are closely related to 
the ones discovered near Beremend. The results of her excavations at the Vinkovci-NaMa site also supported her 
observation that there are clear cultural ties between the Middle Iron Age graveyards in Hungarian Baranya County 
and the Srem group. One of the main advantages of the concept behind the South Pannonian group is that it is per-
fectly capable of integrating both the south-eastern part of Transdanubia as well as the so-called Srem group.131 On 
the other hand it is also apt to serve as a cultural framework for it is flexible and easily adjustable both in cultural, 
geographical and chronological sense according to the gradually growing data, but still it might be worth envisaging 
more complex systems as cultural frameworks. The example of the recently discovered cemetery near Szeged-
Kiskundorozsma is a case in point. 
Ever since the uncovering of the Szentlőrinc and Vinkovci burial grounds, it is obvious that in addition to 
the ties to the regions to the west and towards the northern Balkans the population in the southern Pannonian region 
maintained contacts towards the east, i.e. the population of the Vekerzug group which had imprints on both the 
125 Metzner-nebelsick 2002, 493.
126 JereM 1987; Metzner-nebelsick 2002.
127 Metzner-nebelsick 2002, 493; Metzner-nebelsick 
2017, 370.
128 MeDović 2003, 104; MeDović–Hänsel 2006, 494.
129 guštin–teržan 1976, 80; teržan 1977b, 20.
130 Гарашанин 1973, 511–515.
131 Potrebica–DizDar 2014b, 135.
Fig. 21. Modelled age gap between Grave IV/3 of the Novo mesto-Kandija necropolis and Grave 15 of the Alsónyék cemetery 
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material and spiritual culture.132 The horse burials are probably the best proofs of such contacts.133 Although the 
cemetery of Szeged-Kiskundorozsma has not yet yielded such deposits, the overall characteristics of the burial rites 
and the grave goods led the authors presenting this site to conclude that the population using this graveyard at the 
end of the 5th and the beginning of the next century BC was closely related in cultural sense to the peoples from 
southern Transdanubia and the Srem district.134 Now, while as M. Dizdar has recently pointed out the concept of the 
Srem group seems to be rigid especially in geographical terms, the concept of the South Pannonian Late Hallstatt 
group might be more capable of integrating sites of similar cultural characteristics lying even east of the Danube 
River,135 but in this case its geographically bound definition should be discarded, as it has also been suggested by 
the above author.136
Interestingly, in the case of the Alsónyék cemetery there is only one single object, the earring found in 
Grave 1 that suggests contacts to the populations living east of the Danube River. In my view this site along with 
Tolna-Mözs and Paks is rather indicative of the essential role played by the Danube River in the formation of the 
South Pannonian Late Hallstatt cultural zone. 
It is widely accepted that from the late 6th century BC onward similarly to the Dolenjska region the western 
half of the Carpathian Basin also saw a period of consolidation.137 And as a result, the contacts between the popula-
tions of these regions began to strengthen again.138 There is a long-standing assumption in the research that the main 
routes along which the communication networks might be traced are on the one hand along the eastern fringes of 
the Alps,139 on the other hand along the main waterways in the South Pannonian region, chiefly in the valley of the 
Sava River. There is also a wide agreement that the clearest evidence for this is provided by the patterns of distribu-
tion of the Certosa type fibulae.140 The beginning of this gradual consolidation is also traceable in the area of the 
Sava’s lower course. The earliest evidence is provided by the Banoštor find and later this trend is proven by the 
spectacular finds from the surroundings of Srijemska Mitrovica and Novi Banovci. One might suggest that finds 
such as the golden necklace,141 the Illyrian type helmet142 and the situla from Srijemska Mitrovica are in fact clear 
evidence for the emergence of a new elite stratum in this region.143 P. Medović and B. Hänsel claimed that both 
phenomena, namely the re-strengthening ties along the Sava and the social and economic upheaval in the region 
might have been strongly intertwined phenomena.144 This seems to be a feasible answer for why we observe the 
most opulent graves of southern Pannonia in the Srem region. The graves found near Beremend might be regarded 
as similarly prominent burials considering the silver jewellery among the grave goods. These burials can certainly 
be seen as evidence for the emergence of a new elite in southern Transdanubia during the same period of time. Both 
the grave goods and the funerary customs suggest that the members of this prominent stratum maintained strong 
ties with the communities living in eastern Slavonia and the Srem district which is hardly surprising given the geo-
graphical proximity between the regions mentioned. It seems to be beyond doubt that during this consolidation 
period the population of southern Transdanubia, naturally, gravitated towards the region of the lower course of the 
Sava River in cultural terms. However, it is worth mentioning the possibility that the Drave River might have played 
a significant role similar to that of the Sava River in the emergence of the new prominent group, i.e. set aside the 
apparent dominance of elements of southern origin in the burial representation, the community associated with the 
Beremend burials might have managed to form their own connections with western groups possibly partly along 
this river way.145
In spite of the larger geographical distance, the similarity seen in the elements of material and spiritual 
culture based on the funerary data makes it clear that the Danube River ought to have enabled the Late Hallstatt Age 
132 MaJnarić-PanDžić 2000, 28; Metzner-nebelsick 
2002, 418; MaJnarić-PanDžić 2003, 494–495; Pare 2012, 157.
133 kMeťová 2013; kMeťová 2017; kMeťová 2018.
134 Pilling–uJvári 2012, 234.
135 This should not be surprising considering the fact, that 
Tibor Kemenczei has already alluded to the possibility. However, 
some of the evidence he lists, namely the Ártánd burials due mainly 
to their different chronological position are somewhat misleading in 
this context (keMenczei 2012, Abb. 2).
136 DizDar 2015, 51.
137 teržan 1998, 521; kovačević 2007, 105.
138 guštin–teržan 1976, 80; JereM 1981; teržan 1998, 
521; Dular–tecco Hvala 2007, 232; blečić kavur–Jašarević 
2016, 226.
139 JereM 1981a, 212; cHytráček et al. 2017, 196.
140 JereM 1974, 234; guštin–teržan 1976, 80; teržan 
1977a, 362; vasić 1987a, 558; MeDović 2007, 89; blečić kavur–
Jašarević 2016, 226.
141 brunšMiD 1902, Sl. 36; DizDar–Potrebica 2014a, 153.
142 teržan 1995, 116; vasić 2010, Pl. 6,4.
143 babić–Palavestra 1999, 30; lJustina 2010, 66.
144 MeDović–Hänsel 2006, 493.
145 kovačević 2008, 67. 
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communities living in the region between the Mecsek Mountains and the Kapos River to frequently interact with 
the population of eastern Slavonia and the Srem district, and thus to integrate into the communication networks 
maintained with the people living along or in the hinterlands of the Sava valley and in the regions further to the 
south and enabled the local elites to adapt forms and equipment of the representation dominant in the area along the 
lower course of the Sava River.
This, however, should not be the closing remark. As earlier mentioned, the characteristic burials of the 
‘Beremend-type’ are generally seen as female graves,146 although, the data based on anthropological analysis in this 
regard is currently very thin. Regardless, what seems to be certain is, that weapons in the context of ‘Beremend-type’ 
graves or burials with weapons directly associated with such graves come to light on rare occasions. This makes 
Grave 14 and especially Grave 15 truly exceptional. The rich assemblage of the latter leads us to believe that the 
deceased buried into the grave could have been a prominent member of the community. The belt consisting of three 
bronze mounts and a belt clasp with central bar found around the deceased’s waist can be assigned to a type which 
as B. Teržan pointed out some time ago is a characteristic element of the warriors’ attire in the 5th century BC in the 
north-western Balkans. In her paper she highlights the fact that such belt claps made of iron are present among the 
finds of the burials with weapons in the case of the Szentlőrinc cemetery and since these belts commonly occur with 
spearheads in both regions,147 the community using this cemetery might have shared some basic concepts of as-
sembling the warrior equipment with the communities living in the area of today’s northern Bosnia and Herzego-
vina, or maybe even farther regions.148 Although, similar belts are currently absent from the material found in 
eastern Slavonia and northern Serbia the warrior graves from these regions seem to support the idea of a cultural 
zone incorporating the communities in the above regions.149
But apparently, based on the graves with weapons we might allude to the possibility that within this more 
or less homogenous cultural zone there might have existed simultaneous yet structurally different social networks 
tying communities together between the north-western parts of today’s Bosnia to the Danube River. On the one hand 
there are strong cultural links between the prominent ‘female’ burials along the Danube River discussed earlier, 
however, these are very loose if not virtually absent when we look at the burials with weapons, chiefly because ac-
cording to present state of research the closest analogies of the burials with weapons from southern Transdanubia 
are to be found in northern Bosnia.150 Also, the complex yet hitherto insufficiently studied social relations in the 
southern part of the Carpathian Basin are reflected by the burials of nearly identical layout from the recently dis-
covered cemeteries of Szeged-Kiskundorozsma151 and Novi Sad152 (Fig. 13).
CONCLUSIONS
It is hardly a question that our understanding of the Middle Iron Age in the southern part of Transdanubia 
has been fundamentally shaped by the burial grounds found near Beremend and Szentlőrinc in today’s Baranya 
County. These discoveries provided clear evidence that the communities in named region had begun to strongly 
gravitate in cultural sense towards the populations who lived south of the Drava and Sava rivers.153 M. Guštin and 
B. Teržan acknowledged this phenomenon by claiming that the latest stage of the Hallstatt Age saw the emergence 
of a to some extent homogenous cultural zone in the area between the Kapos and Sava rivers,154 and this conclusion 
has not been challenged ever since,155 on the contrary, the evidence supporting this has been growing especially in 
the latest decade, due mainly to the discoveries in Tolna County. 
Despite belonging to the same cultural sphere the two sites show a number of considerable dissimilarities. 
These differences become even more apparent when the sites comparable with Beremend and Szentlőrinc, respec-
tively, are taken into account. However, the conclusion that the ‘Beremend-type’ burials and the graveyards similar 
146 DizDar 2019, 320.
147 teržan 1977b, 14.
148 Even though, in the case of the ‘communal’ grave found 
near Vašarovine grave goods could not have been separated according 
to each burial, it should not be ruled out, that some of the spears found 
in the grave might have been associated with a belt plate with central 
bar: MariJan 1986, 32.
149 teržan 1977b, 14.
150 Teržan 1977b, 14.
151 Pilling–uJvári 2012, Pl. 10,6.
152 анђелић 2017, Tab. 12.
153 JereM 1974; szilágyi 1992, 232; Metzner-nebelsick 
2017, 370.
154 guštin–teržan 1976, 80; teržan 1977b, 20
155 DizDar 2015.
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to the one found in Szentlőrinc might represent entirely different phenomena in terms of burial customs of the 
 Middle Iron Age population in the southwestern part of the Carpathian Basin would be misleading. 
The recently discovered cemetery near Alsónyék and the re-evaluation of the long-known sites in southern 
Transdanubia reveal that instead of two separate phenomena the funerary evidence suggests that both groups are 
part of a complex system which is in need for further investigations. The fact that this cemetery dated to the 5th 
century BC shows somewhat diverse burial rites similar to the case of the Szentlőrinc graveyard. It is also worth 
highlighting that there is no clear-cut chronological separation between the Szentlőrinc cemetery and the ‘Bere-
mend-type’ burials, on the contrary, the stray finds of the Beremend site clearly suggest that this hitherto insuffi-
ciently investigated burial ground is at least partially overlapping with the Szentlőrinc cemetery in chronological 
terms. The Alsónyék cemetery provides the first evidence that there are burial grounds with both ‘Beremend-type’ 
burials and graves dated to the second phase of the Szentlőrinc cemetery, i.e. to the latest decades of the 5th centuries 
BC. In other words, it is the first time the graves with rich assemblages consisting of astragal belts, Certosa fibulae 
and glass paste beads appear in a well-documented context that also makes it possible to draw conclusions about 
the social relations. 
In 1999 S. Babić and A. Palavestra put forward two possible scenarios describing why the ‘Beremend-type’ 
burials seem to dominate the funerary record of the Late Hallstatt Age in southern Pannonia. In their view, it is either 
the result of a universal affluence within the society or simply the result of the current state of research, in other 
words only burials of the higher social strata’s members have been identified. The example of the Alsónyék cem-
etery and the partial simultaneity of the younger instances of the ‘Beremend-type’ burials and the Szentlőrinc 
cemetery’s first internments strongly suggest that the differences in the composition of grave assemblages might 
encode some kind of social differentiation, though, as the above authors have already pointed out,156 this could not 
have been as articulated as that observed in the case of the Eastern Hallstatt Zone in the preceding centuries.
Finally, it is worth addressing the question of the graves equipped with weapons. One of the most signifi-
cant factors that made the Szentlőrinc cemetery exceptional among the Late Hallstatt burial sites in southern Trans-
danubia was the relatively large number of graves with spearheads or battle knifes among their grave goods. In 
contrast, there was no such burial associated with ‘Beremend-type’ graves in the aforementioned region. This bears 
great significance given the fact that while the ‘Beremend-type’ burials suggest the existence of strong cultural ties 
along the Danube and a relatively apparent standardization of the composition of grave goods among the communi-
ties connected by such ties. By contrast, the warrior graves of the Szentlőrinc cemetery, according the B. Teržan, 
gravitate toward the area of today’s northwest Bosnia based on the most characteristic elements of warrior equip-
ment.157 Grave 15 of the Alsónyék cemetery reveals that the concepts behind the composition of the warrior equip-
ment seen in Sanski most, Donja dolina and Szentlőrinc could have had penetrated the area of southern 
Transdanubia before the use of the Szentlőrinc cemetery began, and this might shed some light on the complex ways 
the communities in the southwestern part of the Carpathian Basin might have interacted with each other. Of course, 
this and several other aspects of the funerary customs and cultural relations of the Late Hallstatt Age in southern 
Transdanubia and beyond still need more thorough and meticulous investigations.
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